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The comments made by Dr Sebastiano Salvidio (published in BZN 52: 339-340) 
and from Prof Alain Dubois (BZN 52: 340-342) persuade us to endorse the proposals 
put forward by the latter to replace those made originally by two of us (Smith & 
Wake) in BZN 50: 221. 

Dubois’s proposals are to designate the American species Spelerpes platycephalus 
Camp, 1916 as the type species of Hydromantes Gistel, 1848, rather than the 
European species Salamandra genei Temminck & Schlegel, 1838, and to place the 
names Geotriton Bonaparte, [1832] and Hydromantoides Lanza & Vanni, 1981 (which 
would become a junior objective synonym of Hydromantes) on the Official Index. The 
overwhelming desires of both European and American workers for stability would, 
under these proposals, be met by all who ever deal with Hydromantes (auctt., sensu 
lato) in both the areas that it occupies. 
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The main points raised by Dubois (BZN 52: 337-338) are that our application 
ill-advisedly seeks (1) to conserve a ‘rather obscure’ name (HEMIDACTYLIINI Hallowell. 


